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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claim 1,2, 11, 12, 15 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention lacks patentable utility. The invention provides no physical 
transformation and no tangible result. 

Double Patenting 

Claims 1, 5, 7, 8, 11, 13, 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as claiming the same 
invention as that of claims 36, 37, 39, 40, 41 of prior U.S. Patent No. 10/343419. This 
is a double patenting rejection. 

1 . This action is responding to application papers filed 7-11-2003. 

2. Claims 1-15 are pending. Claims 1, 11, 15 are independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 102(e) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
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351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

.4. Claims 1, 3, 6, 11, 13, 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Schaeck et al. (US Patent No. 20030163513). 

Regarding Claims 1,11,15, Schaeck discloses a method, apparatus comprising: 

a) identifying a plurality of applications (see Schaeck paragraph [0037], lines 1-5: 
service equivalent to application; paragraph [0066], lines 5-10: aggregation of 
services or applications) accessible by a user by examining authentication 
credential container of the user; (see Schaeck paragraph [0066], lines 1-5, 
paragraph [0081], lines 1-11: examine user authentication credentials; paragraph 

■ 

[0022], lines 1-3: profile or credentials container) and 

b) generating a view of the plurality of applications accessible by the user, (see 
Schaeck paragraph [0043], lines 5-7; paragraph [0068], lines 4-8: view list of 
multiple or plurality of accessible services or applications; paragraph [0044], lines 
1-4: user actions, accessible by the user) 

Regarding Claims 3, 13, Schaeck discloses the method, apparatus of claims 1,11 
further comprising providing an interface to assist in removing access to an application 
from the plurality of the applications by utilizing the view of the plurality of the 
applications accessible by the user, (see Schaeck paragraph [0043], lines 5-7; 
paragraph [0068], lines 4-8: view list of multiple or plurality of accessible services or 
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applications; paragraph [0043], lines 9-15: delete or remove access to a service or 
application) 

Regarding Claim 6, Schaeck discloses the method of claim 3 wherein the removing is 
performed automatically, (see Schaeck paragraph [0044], lines 1-10: data-oriented or 
presentation interface, data-oriented interface designates an automatic interface 
between client and server; paragraph [0043], lines 9-15: delete or remove access to a 
service or application) 

-Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

^ 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2, 4, 5, 7 - 10, 12, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schaeck in view of Delany et al. (US Patent No. 20020138763). 

Regarding Claims 2, 12, Schaeck discloses the method, apparatus of claims 1,11 
wherein the view of the plurality of the applications, (see Schaeck paragraph [0068], 
lines 4-8: aggregated view of services or applications based on user role view; 
paragraph [0043], lines 5-7: multiple services or applications) Schaeck does not 
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specifically disclose a consolidated directory of the plurality of the applications. 
However, Delany discloses wherein a consolidated directory of the plurality of the 
applications, (see Delany paragraph [0113], lines 13-18, paragraph [0129], lines 16-20: 
LDAP, consolidated user based directory information) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Schaeck as taught by Delany to enable a consolidated directory of the plurality of the 
applications. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ the 
teachings of Delany in order to, within a consolidated view or a single source, enable 
the addition and removal of directory entry attributes for an existing group, (see Delany 
paragraph [0014], lines 4-7: " ... Overtime, an administrator may discover that using a 
dynamic membership rule is a mistake for this group because the number of members 
is growing too fast ... "; paragraph [0014], lines 10-14: " ... since the group has already 
been created and used, prior systems do not allow for the modification of the group by 
removing the attribute for storing a dynamic membership rule. ... ") 

Regarding Claims 4, 14, Schaeck discloses the method, apparatus of claims 1,11 
further comprising: 

Schaeck discloses wherein the user utilizing the generated view, (see Schaeck 
paragraph [0043], lines 5-7; paragraph [0068], lines 4-8: view list of multiple or 
plurality of accessible services or applications), and injecting authentication 
information of the user account into the authentication credential container of the 
user, (see Schaeck paragraph [0052], lines 11-15: script program utilizing in the 
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processing of authentication information, authentication information placed or 
"injected" within authentication process via script technology) Schaeck does not 
specifically disclose creating a user account for a new application to be accessible 
by the user. 

However, Delany discloses: 

a) creating a user account for a new application to be accessible by the user; (see 
Delany paragraph [0108], lines 1-8; paragraph [0109], lines 12-16: create user 
accounting information) and 

b) authentication information of the user account into the authentication credential 
container of the user, (see Delany paragraph [0108], lines 1-8; paragraph [0109], 
lines 12-16: create user accounting information) 

* 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Schaeck as taught by Delany such that the authentication credential container is 
stored at a server. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
employ the teachings of Delany in order to, within a single source or consolidate 
view, enable the addition and removal of user accounting and authentication 
attributes for an existing group using a server or a centralized source, (see Delany 
paragraph [0014], lines 4-7; paragraph [0014], lines 10-14) 

Regarding Claim 5, Schaeck discloses the method of claim 4 wherein the 
authentication credential container and a server, (see Schaeck paragraph [0066], lines 
1-5, paragraph [0081], lines 1-11: examine user authentication credentials; paragraph 
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[0051], lines 1-6; paragraph [0075], lines 1-4: authentication server system; paragraph 
[0022], lines 1-3: profile or credentials container) Schaeck does not specifically disclose 
wherein the authentication credential container stored at a server. However, Delany 
discloses wherein authentication credential container is stored at a server, (see Delany 
paragraph [0128], lines 1-3; paragraph [0129], lines 1-4: database manager, profile or 
authentication information under control of directory server and database server) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Schaeck as taught by Delany such that the authentication credential container is stored 
at a server. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ the 
teachings of Delany in order to enable, within a single source or a consolidate view from 
a server, centralized access to user accounting and authentication attributes for an 
existing group, (see Delany paragraph [0014], lines 4-7; paragraph [0014], lines 10-14) 

Regarding Claim 7, Schaeck discloses the method of claim 4 wherein processing user 
account information is performed automatically, (see Schaeck paragraph [0044], lines 
1-10: data-oriented or presentation interface, data-oriented interface designates an 
automatic interface) Schaeck does not specifically disclose the creation of a user 
account. However, Delany discloses wherein creating the user account, (see Delany 
paragraph [0108], lines 1-8; paragraph [0109], lines 12-16: create user accounting 
information) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Schaeck as taught by Delany to creating the user account. One of ordinary skill in the 
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art would have been motivated to employ the teachings of Delany in order to enable the 
utilization of multiple methods, such as a manual or an automatic method, for the 
update of user attributes, (see Delany paragraph [0014], lines 4-7; paragraph [0014], 
lines 10-14) 

Regarding Claim 8, Schaeck discloses the method of claim 4 wherein processing the 
user account information is performed manually by an administrator, (see Schaeck 
paragraph [0044], lines 1-10: data-oriented or presentation interface, presentation 
interface designates a manual interactive interface) Schaeck does not specifically 
disclose the creation of a user account. However, Delany discloses wherein creating 
the user account, (see Delany paragraph [0108], lines 1-8; paragraph [0109], lines 12- 
16: create user accounting information) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Schaeck as taught by Delany to creating the user account. One of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to employ the teachings of Delany in order to enable the 
utilization of multiple methods, such as a manual or an automatic method, for the 
update of user attributes, (see Delany paragraph [0014], lines 4-7; paragraph [0014], 
lines 10-14) 

Regarding Claim 9, Schaeck discloses the method of claim 4 wherein the 
authentication information is injected into a hardware device of the user, (see Schaeck 
paragraph [0052], lines 11-15: script program utilizing in the processing of 
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authentication information, authentication information placed or "injected" within 
authentication process via script technology) Schaeck does not specifically disclose 
creating a user account for a new application to be accessible by the user. However, 
Delany discloses wherein creating a user account, (see Delany paragraph [0108], lines 
1-8; paragraph [0109], lines 12-16: create user accounting information) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Schaeck as taught by Delany to creating a user account. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to employ the teachings of Delany in order to enable the 
utilization of multiple methods, such as an automatic or script technology method , for 
the update of user attributes, (see Delany paragraph [0014], lines 4-7; paragraph 
[0014], lines 10-14) 

Regarding Claim 10, Schaeck discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising user 
directories for each application of the plurality of the applications accessible by the user, 
(see Schaeck paragraph [0043], lines 5-7; paragraph [0068], lines 4-8: view list of 
multiple or plurality of accessible services or applications) Schaeck does not 
specifically disclose removing individual directories for each application. However, 
Delany disclose wherein removing individual user directories for each application, (see 

■r 

Delany paragraph [0108], lines 1-8; paragraph [0109], lines 12-16: delete or remove 
user accounting information or user directories) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Schaeck as taught by Delany to enable removing individual user directories for each 
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application. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ the 
teachings of Delany in order to enable, within a single source or consolidate view, 
enable the addition and removal of user accounting and authentication attributes for an 
existing group using a centralized source, (see Delany paragraph [0014], lines 4-7; 
paragraph [0014], lines 10-14) 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carlton Johnson whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1032. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 8:00AM to 
5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Robertson, can be reached on 571-272-4186. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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